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THE CONSTITUTION OF THE MEDICAL COUNCIL.
SIR,-My attention has been drawn to the Report of the Parlia-

.nentary Committee of the Association, presented at the Annual Meet-
ing at Leeds, and published in the JOURNAL of Aug. 28. In the part
of the Report which refers to the Medical Council, after some remarks
in disparagement of that body, comes the following paragraph:-" In
the very important function of really controlling and directing medical
education anid examinations, your Committee entertain serious doubts
whether physicians out of practice and professors of abstract sciences
are better advisers than actual practitioners for directing the acquire-
ment of an art so thoroughly and essentially practical as the 'art of
healing'. "
Any person unacquainted with the facts would, on reading these

words, be led to believe that the Medical Council is in great measure
composed of "physicians out of practice and professors of abstract sci-
ences." Now, what are the facts? Why, that from the first establish-
ment of the Medical Council up to the present time the vast majority
of its members have been medical men actively engaged in their pro-
fession. At all times, about twenty or more of the twenty-four have
been " actual practitioners;" and as for "professors of abstract sciences,"
not one such has ever been a member of the Council.

As a member of the British Medical Association, and concerned for
its honour, I protest against such remarks as those I have quoted.
Whatever their purpose be, their effects are clear. They mislead those
who are unacquainted with the facts. They discredit an Association,
and bring it into ridicule among those who are better informed.

I am, etc., G. E. PAGET, M.D.
Cambridge, Aug. 28, I869.

MR. NUNNELEY AND THE OPERATION FOR THE
REMOVAL OF THE ENTIRE TONGUE.

SIR,-An address in surgery, delivered at Leeds by a Leeds surgeon,
treating of operations for removal of stone without any mention of the
name of Smith, in which plastic operations are made a prominent sub-
ject with but an incidental allusion to the name of Teale, and in which,
with the bare exception I have given, the names of Hey, Smith, and
Teale do not once occur, is calculated to discourage those who, like
myself, have been accustomed to look with reverence upon the three
great names which the surgical wards of the Leeds General Infirmary
have produced during their century of existence.

It is not, however, with Mr. Nunneley's address, as a whole, that I
wish to deal. My remarks will be restricted to that portion which
treats of the removal of the entire tongue; andc in asking you to insert
them, my object is only to do that which, I am sure, Mr. Nunneley
will approve-to acknowledge our indebtedness to French surgery for
most, if not all, of the improvements which have been effected during
late years in this operationi. On reading the report of Mr. Nunneley's
address, published in the JOURNAL of August 7, p. 146, any one,
ignorant of the labours of others in this matter, would necessarily con-
clude that the only two persons who had ever discovered a method of
removing the entire tongue are Mr. Syme and Mr. Nunneley; and that,
whilst the operation performed by the former is bloody, of great magni-
tude, and very fatal-so fatal as to have called forth a solemn warning
against its continued performance from its very author-that of the
latter is bloodless, simple, and of easy performance, and absolutely free
from danger; he would conclude that, by a sudden flash, as it were,
upon the intellect of one man, a result, which before had been next to
impossible, has not only happily been attained, but has been rendered
in the highest degree feasible and altogether free from danger. Such,
I say, must be the impression caused by Mr. Nunneley's address, how-
ever far it may have been from Mr. Nunneley's intention to convey
such a meaning.

It is nolw about six years since I first saw Mr. Nunneley remove the
tongue with the `craseur, by the submental method; and as the opera-
tion seemed to possess very considerable merit, I took some pains to
make myself acquainted with its details. As I was not at that time
aware that Mr. Nunneley laid claim to the authorship of the method,
my attention was directed to published sources of information, with
the result of finding that this important operation, like almost all
others of any value, bad been perfected through several successive
stages. From time immemorial the anterior portions of the tongue
have been removed by means of the ligature, applied directly to the
organ through the oral orifice; but when the disease was situated near
the base, other measures had to be substituted for the ligature, owing
to the difficulty of its application, until M. J. Cloquet devised his
method, which contains what is perhaps the most important step to-

wards the completion of the operation, as now performed, viz., the ob-
taining access to the base of the tongue by means of a needle passed
from the middle line of the neck, immediately above the hyoid bone.
M. Cloquet by this means encircled with the ligature diseased portions
of tongue situated at the base. MM. Vidal and Mirault followed with
unimportant modifications; and then M. Chassaignac substituted his
&craseur for the ligature. In a pamphlet (Memoire sur une Nozuvelle
Mithode operatoire pour le traitemenit chirurgical du Cancer de la
Langue), published in I855, M. Chassaignac describes his operations
upon the tongue, including two for the complete removal of that organ,
with one of which, both in principle and, with very trifling exceptions,
in detail, the operation as performed by Mr. Nunneley completely
agrees.
So far as I know, Mr. Nunneley did not operate upon the first of

his nineteen cases until some years after the publication of M. Chas-
saignac's pamphlet. Mr. Nunneley may have made an independent
discovery, unconscious of all that M. Chassaignac had wrought; and, if
so, I can but feel surprise that a surgeon in Mr. Nunneley's position
should have failed to have kept his eye upon all that was being accom-
plished by M. Chassaignac's ecraseur--an instrument which, at the
time of its invention, and for long afterwards, was by many expected to
revolutionise the surgery of the world; and still more, that up to the
present time he should remain in such apparent ignorance of all that
has been effected by our French brethren towards improving the re-
moval of diseases of the tongue by operative procedures.

I am, etc., T. R. JESSOP.
Leeds, August, 1869.

ADMISSION OF PATIENTS INTO HOSPITALS.
SIR,-May I be allowed a little space in your discussion column to

make a few remriarks on Dr. Heslop's paper on hospitals?
He there speaks favourably of the French system, as contrasted witlh

the English, but omits to point out the difference in administration in
the two countries; tending in one instance to efficient service; in the
other, according to his own showing, to most extensive abuse. Dr.
Heslop sees a remedy in the free versuts the ticket system of admission,
whereas the comparison obliges us to infer that the true remedy lies in
the assimilation, as in Paris, of public and private clharity; for, without
this, wve have constantly two large fields of pauperism, one unquestion-
able, in the hands of the municipality; the other by no means so well
defined, administered to by amateur relief, and this at a most extrava-
gant expenditure, without unity of purpose, concord in action, or
benefit in result; for it is this latter class who are constantly recruiting
the former, are indeed trained systematically to abandon all self-reliance.

Further, Dr. Heslop infers that acute and dangerous maladies would
be the better for more ready admission to our hospitals, but one would
have thought the statistics of Sir James Simpson would have exploded
this notion-hospitals are but necessary evils, good for paupers, good
for medical instruction, and as fields for scientific observation, but
worse than useless as hygienic resorts. Who would like to have a
mortality of I I per cent. in one's private practice-for this is the
chance of life for the 98,o00 in-patients of our London hospitals.
The accumulative evidence on this subject leads one to perceive the

soundest policy lies in amalgamation of parochial and charitable relief,
and a tendency to foster provident habits among the working classes
when in a state of health, that, when the evil day comes, they may be
neither whollv dependent on the one, nor forced to the other-better
that they should be assisted by both in maintaining their independence
and, wherever possible, be doctored at home, rather than in the con-
taminated atmosphere of infected hospitals.

I am, etc.,
July 30th, I869. PERCy LESLIE, AM.D.

ANTISEPTIC TREATMENI' OF WOUNDS.
SIR,-Dr. Jones is quite right in what he says in his letter as to Pro-

fessor Lister's antiseptic mode of treating wounds. Scepticism is par-
donable until one visits the hospital where the professor has pursued
his researches, and there witnessed the extraordinary success he has
achieved, and the extraordinary care he practises in carrying out the
details of the treatment. Such a visit has convinced me that when I
fail in treating a case on this method, it is because I fail in the details;
and it requires the constant exercise of thought and vigilance to carry
it out properly. Such is, however, well repaid by the results.

I am, etc.,
Aug. i S 9. JAS. MARTINN.


